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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, including the fee set 
forth In 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has. been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 2/1 3/06 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 , 4-6, 12, and 15-17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Parikh et al. (US Patent Number 6,408,177) in view of Welch et al. 
(US 6,510,217). 

Regarding claims 1 and 12, Parikh et al. discloses a method and system for 
anonymous call redirection in a wireless network, the method and system including: 

receiving (and means for receiving) a call from a first device (101 - Figure 2) of a 
first party (100) to a second device (106) of a second party (107), the second device 
being a wireless device (140 - Figure 5); 
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attempting (and means for attempting) to deliver the call to the second device 
(when the caller places the call that action is in fact an attempt to deliver the call to the 
second device (column 7, lines 16-20); 

requesting (and means for requesting) identification information (phone number 
and/or name) from the first party (151,153 - Figure 5; column 8, lines 3-10); 

receiving (and means for receiving) the identification information (152, 154 - 
Figure 5; column 8, lines 3-10); 

attempting (and means for attempting) to deliver the call to the second device 
(156/157 -Figure 5; call subscriber); 

notifying (and means for notifying) the second device of the call (156/157 - Figure 
5; provide subscriber with caller's name); 

requesting (and means for requesting) connection information (selected option 
from menu) from the second party and whether the second device will receive the call 
(provide menu to subscriber to select whether or not to receive/take the call - 157 Figure 
5; menu in Figure 7a; column 8, lines 8-15); 

receiving (and means for receiving) the connection infomiation (user makes 
selection/decision to whether or not receive the call or handle in special manner as per 
menu in Figure 7a; column 8, lines 8-15; column 9, lines 10-12); and, 

selectively connecting (and means for selectively connecting) the call based on the 
connection information (connect the call based on selected option, e.g. take call (#1 ) or 
send to voicemail (#2, #3), etc - Figure 7b; column 8, line 1 to column 9, line 12). 
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Parikh does not specifically teach determining if the call is an anonymous call 
and forwarding a call to an intelligent peripheral if the call is an anonymous call (column 
8, lines 1-2). 

However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. Welch 
teaches determining whether a call identified by the call signaling message is 
anonymous or unknown and in response the calling party has a call fonwarding feature, 
the call forwarder fonward the call to a predetermined destination (coL 2, lines 26-45). 
Given that the system of Parikh has the capability to interface with the system of Welch 
(see fig. 3 of Parikh), therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, at the time of the invention, to implement the call forwarder technique taught by 
Welch within the system Parikh in order to forward anonymous calls to a predetermined 
destination such as a voice mail and provide increased call processing flexibility. 

Regarding claims 4 and 15, Parikh et al. in view of Welch discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims I and 12). In addition, Parikh et al. discloses that 
determining if the call is an anonymous call includes accessing a database module (the 
data base record structure for call records maintained by the call management system 
is depicted in Figure 7a; col. 3, lines 22-23). 

Regarding claims 5-6 and 16-17, Parikh et al. in view of Welch discloses 
everything claimed as applied above (see claims I and 12). In addition. Parikh et al. 
discloses determining if the call is an anonymous call is based on whether calling party 
information is provided by the first party (Figure 5). And determining if the call is an 
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anonymous call is based on a presentation indicator (CLID - column 7, line 65 to column 
8, lines 24). 

4. Claims 2-3. 7-11, 13-14, and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Parikh et al. (US Patent Number 6,408,177) in view of Welch et al. 
(US 6,51 0,21 7) further in view of Cook (US Patent Number 6.889,044). 

Regarding claims 2-3,7,11,13-14,18, and 22, Parikh et al. in view of Welch 
discloses everything claimed as applied above (see claims I and 12). However, Parikh 
and Welch fail to specifically disclose analyzing a location request message, analyzing 
a send routing information request message, sending a location request, and wherein 
the location request takes the fomi of a send routing information message. 

In the same field of endeavor. Cook discloses a method and system for 
anonymous call redirection in a wireless network, where if ANI (Automatic Number 
Identification / call ID) is not available (anonymous call) the system generates a location 
request to the caller (column 4, lines 27-30), upon which the caller sends a location 
response (e.g. telephone number, GPS coordinates, etc. - column 4, lines 31-34), the 
response is processed, based on that the system determines routing instructions and 
information (column 4, lines 35-58). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide Parikh and , 
Welch with analyzing a location request message, analyzing a send routing information 
request message, sending a location request, and wherein the location request takes 
the form of a send routing information message for the advantage of aiding a successful 
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registration in whicli AN I is not available, such that all parties are properly identified for 
the further advantage of added security / improved authentication. 

Regarding claims 8-10 and 19-21, Parikh, Welch, and Cook disclose everything 
claimed as applied above (see claims 7 and 18). In addition, the location request does 
not identify the first party or has a presentation indicator of the first party marked as 
restricted (CLID/ANI is blocked; therefore, "restricted" as claimed - column 1, lines 19- 
20 of Parikh et al.). The location request identifies the calling party as a network 
element, wherein the network element is an intelligent peripheral (mobile/cellular 
telephone are fairly characterized as "intelligent peripheral" - Figure 2 of Parikh et al. / 
Figure 1 of Cook). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon Is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Welneretal. US 5.509,064 04/16/1996 

Strickland US 6,101.251 08/08/2000 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean A. Gelin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7842. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 AM to 7:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (571) 272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JGelih 
12/22/2006 



JEAN GELIN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




